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3152 Shad Court
Simi Valley, CA 93063.
February 14, 2007

i : Mr. Lester Snow, Director =
Department of Water Resources

. 1416 Ninth Street

' Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Agency Requested Public Input on the Integrated
- ' Regional Water Management (IRWM) Grant Program
: (Propositions 50, 84, and 1lE).

~ Dear Mr. Snow:

"I learned about the January scoping meetings on February
5, 2007 while surfing the DWR's Website on a different water
related issue. Since additional opportunities will be
scheduled in the future for public input on the
; . aforementioned subject, I am writing now to get my comments
F ' in on time. FPlease note that T utilized the “PROPOSAL
EVALUATION Proposition 50, Chapter 8 Tntegrated Regional
Water Management Grant Program'Implementation Step 2
proposals” form(Pages 1-4) made available for PIN: 9604 (the
Watersheds Coalition of Ventura County’s Integrated Regional
Water Management Blan Implementation Project). Please note
that the major focus of my comments, guestions, suggestions
i and recommendations is the calleguas Creek Watershed Area;

! . more specifically that portion that runs through the City of
Simi Valley.

Mr. Snow, before I get to my points, I want to state that
I am opposed to the whole aspect of integrated regional
water management because many fine details and crucial
locality points can be missed, or deliberately omitted from
! ‘ submitted grant application forms, and from

: approved local governments’ plans. Too often, for the past

7 years, 1 have found that City of Simi Valley, and County
of Ventura documented plans are incomplete and inaccurate.
‘ Since the IRWM system is the law, I am willing to set aside
i my opposition--éeven though I am aware that one community can
penefit immensely at the expense of other areas that
! desperately need the grant moneys to avoid disasters but
E don’ t have the matching funds--to the Process, but only for
this grant program public review period. Public safety is

: first and foremost in addressing issues. Making sure that 1
e ‘am not made a party to ili-conceived, and ill-advised
‘ decisions at all levels of government is a close second.




Mr. Snew, please note that my comments are broken down.
per the “Question” format. I did not include all of the
categories. For some of tHe categories, I included:

1. point of interest statements, 2. statements relevant to
issues of concern, and 3. statements that must stand out.

ADOPTED IRWMP AND PROOF OF FORMAL ADOPTION

#1 - “The IRWMP is currently under development_and-
scheduled for adoption prior to January 1, 2007.”

DESCRIPTION OF REGION

#1 - “...the IRWMP does not address either the future
water resources of the region or the water demand
for the minimum of 20-yeéar planning horizon.”

WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES AND INTEGRATION

#1 - “The applicant states that the final IRWMP will
correlate the water management .strategies with
the objectives to assign priorities for
implementation.”

#2 - “The groundwater management section could be
stronger especially since a number of the
projects are groundwater related.”

PRIORITIES AND SCHEDULE

#1 - “A long-term list of projects and programs will
be identified for implementation and will be
included in the final IRWMP,”

#2 - “The applicant does not fully address the
criteria because it does not discuss how: 1)
decision-making will bhe responsive to regional
changes, 2) responses to implementation of
projects will be assessed, and 3) prciect
sequencing may be altered based on implementation
responses,”

IMPLEMENTATION
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#1 - “Long-term actions are not included in the IRWMP,
but are supposed to be included in the final
IRWMP."”

#2 - “The applicant does not clearly describe the
institutional structure that will ensure. plan
implementation.” -

IMPACTS AND REGIONAL BENEFITS

#1 — “The primary interregional bepnefit of the IRWMP
will be the creation of an institutional
structure to bring together different water
interests within the region into a single unified
group with a common purpose and direction.”

#2 - “The applicant adds that another major benefit of
a regional plan is the cost savings to the
individual agencies.”

$#3 - “The IRWMP does not address the potential
negative impacts.”-

. #4 - “Considering that extensive use of groundwater in
" the region, observed land subsidence, salt water
intrusion, and groundwater basin overdraft,
additional discussion on the benefits and impacts
of groundwater appears necessary.”_

TECHNICAL ANALYSIS AND PLAN PERFORMANCE

#3 - “The applicant states that a detailed strategy

: for monitoring plan performancé will be '
identified as part of the development of the
final IRWMP.”

DATA MANAGEMENT

#1 - “Data will be disseminated through a website that
the applicant created.” : .

$2 - “Originally, the main purpose was to keep
coalition members on top of the latest
information regarding the IRWMP.”




